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DETAILED ACTION 

Oath/Declaration 

1 . The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

The second inventor did not date his execution of the declaration. See MPEP 

602 n Statutory Declarations at pages 600-32 and 600-33 which states. 

Section 1 746 of Title 28 of the United States Code 
provides: 

Whenever, under any law of the United States or under 
any rule, regulation, order, or requirement made pursuant 
to law, any matter is required to be supported, evidenced, 
established, or proved by sworn declaration, verification, 
certificate, statement, oath or affidavit, in writing of the 
person making the same (other than a deposition, or an 
oath of office, or an oath required to be taken before a 
specified official other than notary public), such matter 
may, with like force and effect, be supported, evidenced, 
established, or proved by the unsworn declaration, certificate, 
verification, or statement, in writing of such person 
which is subscribed by him, as true under penalty of perjury, 
and dated, in substantially the following form: 
[1] If executed without the United States: 

"I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of 
perjury under the laws of the United States of America 
that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed on (date). 

(Signature)." 

[2]lf executed within the United States its territories, 
possessions, or commonwealths: 

"I declare (or certify, verify, or state) under penalty of 
perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed 
on (date). 



(Signature)." 
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Drawings 

2. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they include the following reference character(s) not mentioned in the 
description: 

120b used in figure 4 is not found in the specification, see page 13 line 20 where 
120b could be inserted to reference Hitachi SH4 of figure 4. 

402a, 402b, 402n used in figure 5 is not found in the specification, see page 15 
lines 13 and 19 which only uses 402; and 

432 used in figure 5 to point to a dashed line is not found in the specification, 
note paragraph [0037], 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121 (d), or amendment to 
the specification to add the reference character(s) in the description in compliance with 
37 CFR 1 .121(b) are required in reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the 
application. Any amended replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures 
appearing on the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being 
amended. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an application must be 
labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be 
notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next Office action. The 
objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 
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3. The drawings are objected to as failing to comply with 37 CFR 1 .84(p)(5) 
because they do not include the following reference sign(s) mentioned in the 
description: 

flow controller 41 5 discussed at page 1 5 line 20. 

Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1 .121(d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. Each drawing sheet 
submitted after the filing date of an application must be labeled in the top margin as 
either "Replacement Sheet" or "New Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1.121(d). If the 
changes are not accepted by the examiner, the applicant will be notified and informed of 
any required corrective action in the next Office action. The objection to the drawings 
will not be held in abeyance. 

4. The drawings filed on 12/10/2004 did not have the label Replacement Sheet as 

required by 37 CFR 1.121(d) which states: 

(d) Drawings: One or more application drawings shall be amended in the 
following manner: Any changes to an application drawing must be in compliance with § 
1 .84 and must be submitted on a replacement sheet of drawings which shall be an 
attachment to the amendment document and, in the top margin, labeled "Replacement 
Sheet". Any replacement sheet of drawings shall include all of the figures appearing on 
the immediate prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is amended. Any new 
sheet of drawings containing an additional figure must be labeled in the top margin as 
"New Sheet". All changes to the drawings shall be explained, in detail, in either the 
drawing amendment or remarks section of the amendment paper. 
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Corrected drawing sheets in compliance with 37 CFR 1.121 (d) are required in 
reply to the Office action to avoid abandonment of the application. Any amended 
replacement drawing sheet should include all of the figures appearing on the immediate 
prior version of the sheet, even if only one figure is being amended. The figure or figure 
number of an amended drawing should not be labeled as "amended." If a drawing figure 
is to be canceled, the appropriate figure must be removed from the replacement sheet, 
and where necessary, the remaining figures must be renumbered and appropriate 
changes made to the brief description of the several views of the drawings for 
consistency. Additional replacement sheets may be necessary to show the renumbering 
of the remaining figures. Each drawing sheet submitted after the filing date of an 
application must be labeled in the top margin as either "Replacement Sheet" or "New 
Sheet" pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .121(d). If the changes are not accepted by the examiner, 
the applicant will be notified and informed of any required corrective action in the next 
Office action. The objection to the drawings will not be held in abeyance. 

Specification 

5. The disclosure is objected to because of the following informalities: 

At page 1 line 12 the copending application's serial number needs to be inserted. 

It appears the serial number is 10/805,065; 

At page 14 line 1 the acronym JTC is present, however, JTC has not been 

defined in the specification; and 
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At page 21 lines 9 and 10 the specification refers to updates as 5% and 1%, 
however, the use of percent does not clearly describe the update. 
Appropriate correction is required. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

6. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

7. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1: 

At line 4 "the graphics card" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 

At line 9 "manipulation of the image data" is claimed but the Detailed Description 
starting at page 9 of the specification only describes performing interpolation based 
upon current and previous image data received from the application buffer, see page 22 
of the specification. Since the term manipulation is a very broad term the scope of the 
claimed manipulation is unclear. 

At line 1 "displaying a user interface" is claimed while at line 2 " a display panel 
configured to display image data" is claimed. It is not clear if the user interface at line 
1 is the display image data at line 2 and lines 10-11. 
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Claim 2: 

This claim does not limit the manipulation to interpolation since it is a comprising 
claim that does not positively limit the manipulation to interpolation. 
Claim 8: 

The scope of this claim is unclear because if the logic element was purely 
software then no means is claimed that actually performs the claimed function. 
Claim 9: 

This claim is unclear as to the means that is the claimed "logic" at lines 4, 5, and 
7 in view of claim 10. 
Claim 10: 

< 

At line 1 "each logic element" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. The scope of 
this claim is unclear because if the logic element was purely software then no means is 
claimed that actually performs the claimed function. 

Claim 11: 

This claim is unclear as to the means that is the claimed "logic" at lines 1 and 3 in 
view of claim 10. It is not clear the function the logic is performing since when the 
update time periods are expired then there should be no more updated image in need of 
capture. The specification does not assist in understanding this claim. 

Claim 12: 

This claim is unclear as to the means that is the claimed "logic" at lines 2 and 3 in 
view of claim 10. At line 2 "manipulating the capture updated image data" and at lines 2 
and 3 "the logic for manipulating being configured to perform interpolation" is claimed 
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but the Detailed Description starting at page 9 of the specification only describes 
performing interpolation based upon current and previous image data received from the 
application buffer, see page 22 of the specification. Since the term manipulation is a 
very broad term the scope of the claimed manipulation is unclear even in light of the 
clamed interpolation because this claim does not limit the manipulation to interpolation 
since it is a comprising claim that does not positively limit the manipulation to 
interpolation. 

Claim 14: 

At lines 9 and 10 "most recent image data of the draw manager" and "previous 
image data of the draw manager" is claimed, however, at line 4 the draw manager only 
receives data from the application buffer. It is noted the specification at page 21 lines 
21-23 uses similar language but the language does not assist in determining what is 
"image data" of the draw manager since it receives only data from the application buffer. 
It is not clear if the current and previous image data corresponds to the first rate or to 
the second rate. 

Claim 15: 

The claim claims a "system buffer", however, the specification does not describe 
a system buffer and the claims do not clarify how the draw manager includes a system 
buffer, thus, the metes and bounds of this claim is unclear. 

Claim 16: 

This claim also claims a "system buffer" and the analysis given for claim 15 
applies to this claim. 
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Claim 19: 

At line 1 "the method operation" lacks antecedent basis in the claim. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this tjtle. 

9. Claims 9-13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 

directed to non-statutory subject matter. These claims do not claim a useful, concrete, 

and tangible result of the draw manager. The claimed "memory module for", "logic for 

transmitting the image data", "logic for determining an update time", and "logic for 

transmitting updated image data for display" are abstract entities which do not claim a 

useful, concrete, and tangible result. State Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature 

Financial Group Inc. (CA FC) 47 USPQ2d 1596, 1603 (7/23/1998). AT&T Corp. v. 

Excel Communications Inc. (CA FC) 50 USPQ2d 1447. On page 1603 first paragraph 

the CAFC wrote in State Street: 

Under Benson , this may have been a sufficient indicium 
of nonstatutory subject matter. However, after Diehr and 
Alappat , the mere fact that a claimed invention involves 
inputting numbers, calculating numbers, outputting 
numbers, and storing numbers, in and of itself, would not 
render it nonstatutory subject matter, unless, of course, its 
operation does not produce a "useful, concrete and tangible 
result." Alappat , 33 F.3d at 1544, 31 USPQ2d at 1557. 7 



On page 1603 paragraph labeled [4] the CAFC wrote: 
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[4] The question of whether a claim encompasses statutory 
subject matter should not focus on which of the four 
categories of subject matter a claim is directed to 9 - 
process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter- 
but rather on the essential characteristics of the subject 
matter, in particular, its practical utility. Section 101 specifies 
that statutory subject matter must also satisfy the other 
"conditions and requirements" of Title 35, including novelty, 
nonobviousness, and adequacy of disclosure and notice. 
See In re Warmerdam , 33 F.3d 1354, 1359, 31 
USPQ2d 1754, 1757-58 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 



Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 1-12 and 14-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Anderson et al., US Patent Application Publication no. 
2003/0189597, in view of Hirosawa et al., US Patent no. 4,550,386. 

Anderson et al. teaches an active window is present in each desktop, see 
paragraphs [0037]-[0040], and teaches that in response to the user selecting a desktop 
that desktop is displayed wholly on the display. Therefore, Anderson teaches selecting 
one desktop without informing the non-selected desktop's window that it is out of focus. 
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Anderson also teaches manipulating the image data received from a selected desktop 
having an application by animation, see paragraphs [0035]-[0036]. 

Hirosawa et al. teaches a plurality of programs that are allowed to operate 
simultaneously but only two of the applications are visualized on the video data terminal 
at any one time and each application is not informed of this, see column 3 lines 47-54 
and column 13 lines 9-25, and each application writes to its own application buffer, 
VBUF 38, LBUF 37, etc whose contents then are written in RBUF 39 for display on the 
video data terminal 16, see column 5 lines 15-27, column 5 line 65 to column 6 line 7, 
column 7 lines 61-65, and column 1 1 lines 26-29. 

A detailed analysis of the claims follows. 

Claim 1 : 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches a system for displaying a 
user interface for a telematics client (Anderson: see figure 6.), comprising: 

a display panel (Anderson: 216) configured to display image data (Anderson: 
see paragraph [0030].); 

a graphics processor in communication with the display panel (Anderson: 206 
includes a graphics processor for generating the image displayed on the display 216, 
see paragraph [0028].); 

a draw manager in communication with the graphics card (The phrase "the 
graphics card" lacks antecedent basis, thus, it will be interpreted to be "the graphics 
processor 1 '. The program in Anderson for generating the display screen shown in 
figures 5-7 is a draw manager since it manages the drawing of displayed desktop.); and 
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an application buffer in communication with the draw manager (Anderson is silent 
about using an application buffer, however, since each desktop has an active window, 
see paragraphs [0037] and [0044], then Anderson is suggesting that an area in 
memory 204 is associated with each desktop. Hirosawa teaches an application buffer 
VBUF 38 for application LAAP1 and an application buffer LBUF 37 for application 
LAPP2.), the application buffer configured to receive the image data from an application 
(In Hirosawa the application buffer receives image data from its respective application 
LAPP1 , LAPP2, etc), the application buffer further configured to transmit the image data 
to the draw manager at a first rate (Anderson: The program which draws the desktop 
image receives the desktop from it corresponding application. Hirosawa: VBUF 38 and 
LBUF 37 transmits image data to RBUF39 via OS 17.), wherein the draw manager is 
configured to determine a rate of updating an object of the display image through 
manipulation of the image data received from the application buffer (Hirosawa: The 
program in the local machine 5 will control the rate of updating an object of the display 
image on video terminal 16. Anderson: The animation program will control the rate of 
updating an object of the displayed image through manipulation of the image data 
received from the application by an animation process which would inherently include 
interpolation.). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of 
applicants invention to modify Anderson such that an application buffer receives image 
data from an application such as Anderson's desktop with active application because 
this will allow the plural active applications to maintain a current image accessible by the 
draw manager which displays the image data on a display as taught by Hirosawa at 



Application/Control Number: 10/805,091 Page 13 

Art Unit: 2628 

column 2 lines 35-41 , column 3 lines 5-1 1 , column 3 lines 46-54, and column 13 lines 9- 
25. 

Claim 2: 

Anderson as modified above teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein the draw 
manager manipulates the image data received from the application buffer through 
interpolation of sequential image data because in Anderson the animation program will 
control the rate of updating an object of the displayed image through manipulation of the 
image data received from the application by an animation process which would 
inherently include interpolation. 

Claim 3: 

Anderson as modified above teaches the system of claim 1 , wherein the draw 
manager includes a memory module and draw manager logic because in Anderson the 
portion of the computer program which generates the display screen shown in figures 5- 
7 is a draw manager since it manages the drawing of displayed desktop which draw 
manager inherently has memory for storing the results of the draw manager's logic. 

Claim 4: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the system of claim 1 , 
wherein the first rate is faster than the rate of updating an object of the display image. 
In Anderson the application may update any portion of the image faster than an entire 
image may be displayed on the display due to the refresh rate of the display. Hirosawa 
measures signals which suggests the rate of data from the LAPP1 , LAPP2, etc is faster 
than the rate the display is refreshed, see column 2 lines 35-41 . In view of Hirosawa, it 
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would have been obvious to modify Anderson such that the active applications will 
provide image data more quickly than the refresh rate of the display because this will 
ensure that quickly changing application data will be displayed promptly on the display, 
such as measurement data. 
Claim 5: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the system of claim 1 , 
wherein the draw manager is configured to selectively optimize the rate of updating the 
object based upon an operating system type and the graphics processor because one 
of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicants invention would selectively optimize 
the generation of the display image and the display refresh to the hardware and 
software components. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicants invention to selectively optimize Anderson's draw 
manager to the hardware and software components in order to present to the user an 
updated displayed image of the application's desktop. 

Claim 6: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the system of claim 1 , 
further comprising: 

a user interface manager enabling a windowing environment for the application, 
where the application occupies an entire viewable area of a display screen without 
alerting other applications whether the other applications have lost or gained focus. 
Hirosawa allows the user to display an application in full screen mode, see column 8 
lines 5-17. As discussed above at column 3 lines 47-54 and column 13 lines 9-25 
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Hirosawa allows the plurality of applications to operate independently. Anderson 
displays each desktop in full screen mode allowing the active window to be displayed on 
the full screen desktop. In view of Hirosawa it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify Anderson such that each active window is not alerted 
whether it has lost or gained focus because this will allow the user to quickly switch the 
display of active windows since the image data needed for the display will have already 
been generated by the application and stored for quick access in the application buffer. 
Claim 7: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the system of claim 6, 
wherein the user interface manager includes, 

logic for writing application data from a plurality of applications to corresponding 
application buffers (As discussed above Hirosawa has an application buffer VBUF 38, 
UBUF 37, etc for each active application. As discussed above in the discussion of claim 
1 Anderson is silent about using an application buffer, however, since each desktop has 
an active window, see paragraphs [0037] and [0044], then Anderson is suggesting that 
an area in memory 204 is associated with each desktop.); 

logic for enabling a first one of a plurality of application buffers to write data to the 
draw manger (Hirosawa: at least the communication control program 80. Anderson: 
206.); 

logic for displaying user interface data within the entire viewable area of the 
display panel from the draw manager (Hirosawa: communication control program 80, 
control tables 40, 41, and 42. Anderson: 206 and figure 13B.); and 
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logic for switching from a first one of the plurality of application buffers writing 
data to the draw manager to a second one of the plurality of application buffers while 
each of the plurality of applications continues to write application data to corresponding 
application buffers (Hirosawa: communication control program 80, control tables 40, 41, 
and 42, and column 8 lines 5-17 and column 5 line 41 to column 6 line 7. Anderson: 
206 and figure 13B). In view of Hirosawa it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Anderson such that each active window has an application 
buffer because this will allow the user to quickly switch the display of active windows 
since the image data needed for the display will have already been generated by the 
application and stored for quick access in the application buffer. 

Claim 8: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the user interface manager 
of claim 7, wherein each logic element is one of or a combination of hardware and 
software because each of Anderson and Hirosawa are implemented by one of or a 
combination of hardware and software to implement. 

Claim 9: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches a draw manager configured 
to optimize updating of a display being presented, comprising: 

a memory module (Hirosawa RBUF 39.) for receiving image data from an 
application buffer (Anderson is silent about using an application buffer, however, since 
each desktop has an active window, see paragraphs [0037] and [0044], then Anderson 
is suggesting that an area in memory 204 is associated with each desktop. Hirosawa 
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teaches an application buffer VBUF 38 for application LAAP1 and an application buffer 
LBUF 37 for application LAPP2.); 

logic for transmitting the image data for display (Hirosawa: communication 
control program 80, control tables 40, 41, and 42. Anderson: 206 and figure 13B.); 

logic for determining an update time period for the image data being displayed 
(Hirosawa: The program in the local machine 5 will control the rate of updating an object 
of the display image on video terminal 16. Anderson: The animation program will 
control the rate of updating an object of the displayed image through manipulation of the 
image data received from the application by an animation process which would 
inherently include interpolation.); 
and 

logic for transmitting updated image data for display according to the update time 
period (Hirosawa: communication control program 80, control tables 40, 41, and 42. 
Anderson: 206 and figure 13B which is a flow chart illustrating the animation.). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicants invention to 
modify Anderson such that an application buffer receives image data from an 
application such as Anderson's desktop with active application because this will allow 
the plural active applications to maintain a current image accessible by the draw 
manager which displays the image data on a display as taught by Hirosawa at column 2 
lines 35-41, column 3 lines 5-11, column 3 lines 46-54, and column 13 lines 9-25. 
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Claim 10: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the draw manager of claim 
9, wherein each logic element is one of or a combination of hardware and software 
because each of Anderson and Hirosawa are implemented by one of or a combination 
of hardware and software to implement. 

Claim 11: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the draw manager of claim 
9, wherein the logic for determining an update time period for the image data being 
displayed includes, logic for capturing the updated image data upon the expiration of 
successive update time periods because the animation of Anderson leads to the final 
image which is considered to be the claimed "capturing". 

Claim 12: 

Anderson as modified above teaches the draw manager of claim 1 1 , further 
comprising: 

logic for manipulating the captured updated image data prior to presentation, the 
logic for manipulating being configured to perform interpolation between values 
associated with previous image data and values associated with the captured updated 
image data because in Anderson the animation program will control the rate of updating 
an object of the displayed image through manipulation of the image data received from 
the application by an animation process which would inherently include interpolation. 
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Claim 14: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches a method for providing 
efficient updates for a display screen associated with a telematics system, comprising: 

writing data to an application buffer at a first rate (Anderson is silent about using 
an application buffer, however, since each desktop has an active window, see 
paragraphs [0037] and [0044], then Anderson is suggesting that an area in memory 
204 is associated with each desktop. Hirosawa teaches an application buffer VBUF 38 
for application LAAP1 and an application buffer LBUF 37 for application LAPP2.); 

writing the data from the application buffer to a draw manager (The program in 
Anderson for generating the display screen shown in figures 5-7 is a draw manager 
since it manages the drawing of displayed desktop.); 

determining a second rate for updating a display presented on the display 
screen, the second rate being a less frequent rate than the first rate (Hirosawa: The 
program in the local machine 5 will control the rate of updating an object of the display 
image on video terminal 16. Hirosawa measures signals which suggests the rate of 
data from the LAPP1 , LAPP2, etc is faster than the rate the display is refreshed, see 
column 2 lines 35-41. Anderson: In Anderson the application may update any portion 
of the image faster than an entire image may be displayed on the display due to the 
refresh rate of the display.); 

defining updated image data, the defining including, 

performing ah interpolation between values associated with most recent image 
data of the draw manager and values associated with previous image data of the draw 
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manager (In Anderson the animation program will control the rate of updating an object 
of the displayed image through manipulation of the image data received from the 
application by an animation process which would inherently include interpolation.); and 

updating the display presented on the display screen with the updated image 
data (In Anderson during the animation process the updated image is displayed.). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicants 
invention to modify Anderson such that an application buffer receives image data from 
an application such as Anderson's desktop with active application because this will 
allow the plural active applications to maintain a current image accessible by the draw 
manager which displays the image data on a display as taught by Hirosawa at column 2 
lines 35-41, column 3 lines 5-11, column 3 lines 46-54, and column 13 lines 9-25. 

Claim 15: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the method of claim 14, 
wherein the draw manager includes a system buffer because Hirosawa's RBUF39 is a 
system buffer and Anderson's system memory 204 is a system buffer both of which are 
used by the "draw manager". 

Claim 16: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the method of claim 15, 
wherein a plurality of application buffers are capable of writing to the system buffer 
because Hirosawa's RBUF39 is a system buffer that is written to by application buffers 
VBUF 38 and LBUF 39 and Anderson's system memory 204 is a system buffer which is 
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written to by the active window in each of the desktops. Thus the above modification of 
Anderson has a plurality of application buffers capable of writing to the system buffer. 
Claim 17: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the method of claim 14, 
wherein the method operation of determining a second rate for updating a display 
presented on the display screen includes, optimizing the second rate based upon an 
operating system type and a graphics processor type because one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicants invention would optimize the generation of the display 
image and the display refresh to the hardware and software components. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of applicants 
invention to optimize Anderson's draw manager to the hardware and software 
components in order to present to the user an updated displayed image of the 
application's desktop. 

Claim 18: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the method of claim 14, 
further comprising: 

continually writing data to the application buffer when the data from the 
application buffer is not being presented on the display screen because each 
application in Hirosawa operates without knowledge of its focus, thus, it continuously 
writes to the application buffer VBUF 38 and LBUF 39 as the application measures 
signals and because in Anderson each active application in each desktop is kept active 
which means to one of ordinary skill in the art the application will continues its 
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processing even when out of focus. In view of Hirosawa it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art to modify Anderson such that each active window is not 
alerted whether it has lost or gained focus because this will allow the user to quickly 
switch the display of active windows since the image data needed for the display will 
have already been generated by the application and stored for quick access in the 
application buffer. 
Claim 19: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the method of claim 14, 
wherein the method operation of writing the data from the application buffer to a draw 
manager includes, 

selecting the application buffer from a plurality of application buffers, wherein 
each of the application buffers receiving data from a corresponding application, each 
corresponding application performing as if data from each corresponding application 
has focus of the display screen because Hirosawa allows the plurality of applications to 
operate independently as discussed at column 3 lines 47-54 and column 13 lines 9-25 
and because in Anderson each active application in each desktop is kept active which 
means to one of ordinary skill in the art the application will continues its processing even 
when out of focus. In view of Hirosawa it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify Anderson such that each active window is not alerted whether it 
has lost or gained focus because this will allow the user to quickly switch the display of 
active windows since the image data needed for the display will have already been 
generated by the application and stored for quick access in the application buffer. 
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Claim 20: 

The combination of Anderson and Hirosawa teaches the method of claim 14, 

further comprising: 

repeating the defining of the updated image data; and 

repeating the updating of the display with the updated image data because 

Anderson's animation repeats the defining process until the animation is complete. 3 

12. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Anderson et al., US Patent Application Publication no. 2003/0189597, in view of 
Hirosawa et al., US Patent no. 4,550,386, and in view of applicants admission of the 
prior art at paragraphs [0003]-[Q008]. Claim 13 claims the draw manager of claim 9, 
wherein the draw manager is a component of a telematics system incorporated into a 
vehicle. Anderson is silent with regards to placing the computer into a vehicle. 
Applicants admission of the prior art discusses placing computers into vehicles for 
various reasons. In view of this it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of applicants invention to place the above combination of Anderson 
and Hirosawa into a vehicle because this will place a computer into a vehicle which will 
allow the user to quickly switch the display of an active application quickly which quickly 
gives to the user up to date information. 



Application/Control Number: 10/805,091 



Art Unit: 2628 



Page 24 



Conclusion 

1 3. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Church, US Patent Application Publication no. 2003/0006892, teaches with 
regard to paragraph [0038] displaying a single application window at a time. 

Pauley, US Patent no. 5,900,916, teaches with regards to figure 7 a plurality of 
channels that generate image data without being informed that most are out of focus. 

Kowalski, US Patent no. 5,977,990, teaches a plurality of processors 121-124 
where each processor writes to an interim buffer 131-134 simultaneously. 

Jobs et al., US Patent no. 6,957,395, teaches a single window mode of operation 
where non-active windows are automatically minimized. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jeffery A Brier whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
7656. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F from 7:00 to 3:30. If attempts to 
reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Michael 
Razavi, can be reached at (571) 272-7664. The fax phone Number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
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published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-21 7-91 97 (toll-free). 




Jeffery A Brier 
Primary Examiner 
Division 2628 



